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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
QFFICE OF EDUCATION
BUREAU OF STUOENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
WASHINGTON, 0.C. 20202

APR -30 1979

Dear Colleague:

Enclosed for your information is the Basic Educational Opportunity Grant
Program "End-of~Year Report" for the 1977-78 award period. For the first
time, the "End-of-Year Report' contains general information and statistical
tables based on merged applicant/recipient data. Also, the report includes
a brief description of program trends for the award periods 1973-74 through
1977-78, as well as summary tables for 1977-78 regarding various character-
istics of Basic Grant recipients.

It is intended that this report be used as a sumpary status guide or
desktop reference manual on the Basic Grant Program.

We hope that this information will be useful to you. We appreciate your
continuing interest and support of the Basic Grant Program.

Sincerely,
\%ﬁ
Leo L. Kornfeld

Deputy Commissioner for
Student Financial Assistance



Preface
2telace

For the past several years, the Basic Grant Program Analysis SecEion

has routinely produced an End-of~Year Reporﬁ intended for use as a status
guide or desktop reference manual on the Program. Because of technical
difficulties associated with merging millions of records on applicants
and the recipient or award data from postsecondary education institutions,
previous End-of-Year Reports have been divided into two sections: Appli-
cant Statistics and Recipient Statistics. Distributions of student char-
acteristics were presented on "eligible applicants" and many resulting
inferences were drawn assuming that all eligible applicant; continued
thelr postsecondary education Plans, actually enrolled in a school and
received awards. It has always been recognized that thig assumption could
not be supported in all instances. Within the past year, the technical
difficulties associated with merging the separate data files have been
largely overcome and, for the first time, the universe file consisting

of the merged applicent and recipient files has been utilized to produce

the 1977-78 End-of-Year Report.

Because the Basic Grant Analysis Section has decided to use the merged
applicant and recipient files to produce this End~of-Year Report, the
remainder of these prefatory remarks will be devoted to outlining other
decisions regarding the universe file which will circumscribe any infer-

ences that can be drawn about these data.
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1. Timeliness of Data

-

The data processing in&ustry has developed an axiom known as the "Rule of 90"
regarding any large data processing system. Basically, data processing ex-
perts recognize that 90 percent of all records can be routinely processed,
but that 10 percent of the transactions will concern detected problems asso-
ciated with keypunch error, miscoding, etc. Furthermore, data processors
anticipate that 90 percent of their time and personnel resources will be

expended in resolving those 10 percent problem cases.

It appears that the Basic Grant Program is not exempt from the "Rule of 90."
Consequently, the vast majority of records are generally available for
analysis shortly after the close of the academic year in June, but error
resolution on the data file requiring human intervention proceeds at a
painstakingly slow pace as additional records are transferred from various

“suspense" files to the "clean" universe file.

The possibility of error is introduced by virtue of incorporating into
the universe of records those whizh contain unresolved data problems. On
the other hand, waiting until the resolution process was completed and all
records were on the clean file would mean that ti.is report could not be

published in time for maximum utilization of its statistics,
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Generally, it was obgerved that users truncated or "rounded" numberg to a
considerable degree for purposes of clarity and simplification. ' Under
these conditions, the attempt to achieve absolutely "fimal™ or "complete"

tabulations became a spurious effort.

Also, during the review of interim tabulations from incomplete files, it
was noticed that while the raw numbers in the data cells changed somewhat,
the percentages tended to remain constant or were altered almost imper-
ceptibly. This signified that the records on the sugpense files were
distributed normally throughout the population. Since users appeared more
interested in percentage distributions rather than raw numbers, the addi-
tional time required to transfer several hundred, or even several thousand,

more records to the "clean" universe file was not warranted.

Finally the decision was made to "freeze" the file in December and report
all statistics as collected to that point. In so doing, readers should
be aware that the statistics as reported herein will be subject to future
reconciliation and the total number of recipients should grow slightly;
but as stated above, no significant alterations in the data distributions

are anticipated because of this.
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2.  Roster Reconciliation

I'd

Anééherifoint thcﬂ should Se sc#téd is that award (recipient) data are
derived from the Student Eligibility Reports (SER) submitted by the in-~
stitutions to the Office of Education with their InscicugiOnal Progress
Reports. This factor is noteworthy because award data as reported hérein
is synomous with "Expected Disbursements” as indicated on eesch individual
SER when completed by the Financial Aid Administrators at the time they

prepare the student financial aid packages.,

It is known, however, that some students change their postsecondary edu~
cation plans subsequent to this point, e.g., they may change from full-
time to half~time status later in the school year, or drop~out of school

for the second term, etec.

When student rosters for schools are printed, adjustments are made by
the schools to these records, actual disbursements indicated, and the
Tosters are returned to the U.S, Office of Education. Obviously, this
Procedure introduces yet another, and somewhat considerable, time delay.
Although it is recognized that this reconciliation Process is likely to
alter some distributions, it was concluded that users of these data
should be aware of this fact, but‘that timeliness of reporting these

data should supersede the reconciliation pProcess.
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-

3. Geographic Location

Several of the tables included in this report distribute recipieﬁfs by
"state" ;ocacion. For the purposes of this particular demographic para-
meter, two (2) choices were available: (1) the state of.legal residence
for applicants or (2) the location of the postsecondary institutions
which ;pplicants attended. Obviously, needs arise for both types of
distributions; but in :he past, the most predominant request was for
distributions of students and awards by '"school location within states'

rather than by "state of legal residence."

Accordingly, the decision
was made to distribute statistics within this report by state according

to the lofation of the school.

4. Classification of Postsecondary Institutions

Information as to type and control of institutions is data taken directly
from institutional Progress Reports. During previous academic years,
some institutions did not report level and type; thus, they could not

be classified or categorized as either public, proprietary or private,
non~profit. For this reason an "Other" category was established to

include those institutions that could not be classified.
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During December 1977, improved institutional level edits were implemented'
into the SER processing system and more complete entries of available -
information on postsecandary institutions were added to the Univefge file.
Therefore, although the category "Othgr" which was utilized in previous

academic years is present on the tables, there are no entries in the

category.

Finally, any comments or suggestions for future enhancement of this report

should be addressed to:

Dr. Joseph A. Vignone
Chief, Analysis Section
BGB/DPPD/BSFA

Room 4318, ROB-3

400 Maryland Avenue, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20202

S eme e ——— e
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Table 1 Summary Statistics for Cross-Year Reference

e

Table 1 is a Summary table which presents data from academic year'1973-74,

the first year of the Basic Grant Program, through academic year 1977-78,

As can be observed from the data, the Basic Grant Prograﬁ has experienced
almost a 750% increase in the number of applications processed from the
first year of operation during the 1973-74 academic year to the 1977-78
academic year. It should also be noted that during these years, the gtu~
dent population eligible for awards has been expanded from full-time

freshmen in 1973-74 to all classes of students iﬁ 1977-~78.

One data element which needs further clarification is the category 'number
of applications returned for insufficient data." This category includes
only those applications which were returned to students for further infor-

mation and which were never returned to Basic Grants for re-processing.

Of the 3,844,047 applications in 1977-78, there were 3,621,641 valid appli-
cations, with 2, 390 320 qualified applicants and 1,231, 321 non~qualified
applicants. Of the 2,390,320 qualified applicants, some 1,863,990 recipients
in 1977-78 actually enrolled in an approved postsecondary education institu-
tion, submitted Student Eligibility Reports, and actually received an award.
The number of recipients in 1977-78, however, needs further clarification.
The number of recipilents which appears in the Summary Cross~Year Reference
Table represents the total number of program recipients. Technically, recip~
lents are classified as two distinct types: Regular Disbursement Students
(RDS) or Alternate Disbursement Students (ADS). An RDS recipient is one who

receives his/her grant directly from the institution he/she attends. However,
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an ADS recipient receives his/her grant directly from the Basic Grant Alférnéte
Disbursement Unit, which isg part of the Office of Education. The réason the
ADS recipients do not receive their grants directly from the institution is
that they are attending an eligible institution that does not pafticipate in
the Basic Grant Program. Therefore, the figure that constitutés the total

number of recipients for the Basic Grant Program is the combined total of

RDS and ADS recipients.

For academic year 1977-78, the number of ADS recipients is 17,910, while

the RDS recipients figure is 1,846,080. Combining these two figures gives

a total number of recipients of 1,863,990. It is important to note that
Table 1 is the only table where the combined total of ADS and RDS recipients
is used. All of the remaining tables in the 1977-78 Basic Grant End~of-Year
Report will reflect only RDS recipients. Consequently, the total number

of recipients that will appear in all of the remaining tables will reflect

only the RDS figure of 1,846,080.

Table 1 also presents total expendicﬁres, which includes funding for ADS re-
cipients as well as RDS reciéients. Again it should be noted that Table 1 is
the only table in this year's report that includes both ADS and RDS statistics.
Consequently, the total expenditures figure of $1,587,863,624 will be altered

in the remaining tables to reflect only RDS funding of $1,574,999,886.

Other program variables that this Table presents are the average, minimum and
maximum BEOG grant. Of these three variables the minimum and maximum grant
have remained constant from 1975-76 to 1977-78, while the average grant has

increased from $763 in 1975-76 to $852 in 1977-78.

11



TABLE

AASTC ENUCATIONAL OPPORTUNYTY GRANT PROGRAN
SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR CROSS=YEAR REFERENCE
ACADERIC YEAW 1917-78

ACADEHIC YEAR
19731974 197441975 1975+197 1976=1977 1911+4978
NUNBER OF APPLICATIONS PROCESSED 512866 | 1v30n8N 23191 3500,009| . 1igana0ed
NUNDER OF APPLICATIONS RETURNED FOR 10,535 190,793{ 160,641 181,66] 2221406
INSUFFICIENT DAT
NUMBER OF VALID APPLICATIONS ciaed) ML) R T TTCY I NTY R 1TY R HY )
NUNHER AND PEHCENT OF QUALIFIED APPLICATIONS 2681444 60648 194594187 21258,04) 13904320
(55,78) (61,28 (46,84 186,281 166.0%)
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF NON-QUALIFIED APPLICATIONS 21887 4320436 123,509 1,150,875 12332
(44,28) 130,841 13,24) (32,88) (W03}
FULL=T [HE FULL-TIME FRESHAAN L am
CLASSES OF ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS FRESHMAN | FRESHAAN AND|  SOPHOMORES) URNERGRADUATES | UNDERGRADUATES
SOPHONORES| U] oS
NUMBER OF HECIPIENTS 1854249 513,403 1,228,004 149450454 148634990
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 9073951 | §3500536667(  $936,5030 10| $1,473,810,380 | 51,5874862,624
AVERAGE BEOG GRANT 8269 §622 $16) 1758 5852
HININUH BEUG GRANT t 50 $ 50 $200 $200 .5200.
HAXINUM BEOG GRANT 5452 81,050 51,400 " 514400 T
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Table 2 Summary Statistics by Type of Institution

4

Table 2 presents summary statistics by type of institution. The totai.number
of institutions parcicipating in the Basic Grant Program during -academic year
1977-78 was 4,679, which were placed into 5 type categories: JUniversities,
Other Four~Year Institutions, Two-Year Institutions, Institutions with Pro-
grams of One-Year but less than Two-Years, and Insticutions with Programs of

Six Months but less than One-~Year.

It should be noted that the primary distinction between universities and other
four-year institutions is that universities award advanced degrees, such as
graduaée or law degrees, whereas other four~year institutions generally award
only a baccalaureate degree. There were 1,636 two-year institutions repre-
senting a larger. proportion than any other type of institution. Total recip~
ients attending all types of institutions was 1,846,080. Of this total figure,
over 75% of those recipients attended either a university or two~year institu~

tion, with the greatest number of recipients, 793,628, attending universities.

Funding of recipients for all types of institutions was $1,574,999,886. The
largest disbursement of Basic Grant funds to any type of institution was
$714,848,410 to universities. This figure represents approximately 45% of

the total expenditures.

Another program variable directly related to those previously mentioned
is average grant. Overall, the average grant was $853, with the highest
average grant being $954 for four~year institutions and the lowest average

grant being $747 for two-year institutions.

14
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TABLE 2

HASTER SUMMARY STATISTILS BY TYPE OF INSTIVUTION
ACADENIC YEAR 1977-70

TYPE NJNBER TOTAL NUMBER
oF OF ESTINATED oF AVERAGE
INSTATUT 10N | INSTITUTIONS | EXPENOITURES | RECIPIENTS GRANY
UNIVERSITIES 569| 871448484410 7930628 s90L
OTHER & YEAR 1,096| $303.096,534 317.790 $954
2 VEAR 1:636] $4664205.870 623,754 7MY
L YEAR BUT
LESS THAN
2 YEARS 20a]  s29.2260307 360122 $809
6 MoNTHS BUY |
LESS THAN
1 YEAR 1e124]  s61e6220608 749706 2824
OTHER ) s0 ) s0
TOrAL 40679]8105744999,886 10,846,080 $853 v_i

10
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Table 3A Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student
Eligibility Index Range and Family Income

-

Table 34 is a distribution of the total number of Basic Grant recipients
by Student Eligibility Index and Family Income. 'The incoie class inter-~
vals are in $3,000 ranges, with the student eligibility.indices in 200
point ranges, except for the first category which indicates the number

of recipients who received a zero eligibility index.

Basic Grants were awarded to 1,846,080 recipients. It should be noted
that 1,110,346 recipients, constituting 60% of the total number of Basic
Grant recipients for academic year 1977-78, reported family incomes of
$6,000 or less. Of this 60%, 658,370 recipients, constituting 35.6%

of the total, reported family incomes of $3,000 or less.

It is interesting to note that of the total Basic Grant recipients,
925,017, or slightly more than 50 percent, had student eligibility in-
dices of zero. Moreover, of those recipients with zero student eligi-

bility indices, 171,342 or 18.4% had family incomes of $9,001 or more.

16



TABLE 3 A
OISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANY RECIP1ENTS BY STUDENT ELIGIBILITY [KOEX RANGE AND FAMILY LACONE
ACAGENIC YEAR 191178

GRAND TOTAL
L04¢, 080 FANILY INCONE
STUDENT ELIGIBILITY 0. $300] - $6001 - #9001 - $1200] -
INDEX RANGE 3,000 6,000 9,000 12,000 15,00¢ $15,001 + 10T
o .
HUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 354, 060 0,204 158,801 9, 201 49,35 190 s ]
PERCERT OF RECIPIENTS ( 36,38) [ 25,98) AT { 10.18) ( 5.38) ( 3.08) (100,08)
1~ 200
HUMBER OF REC JPIENTS 60,184 56,330 #0614 314205 11,690 100293 240,924
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS | 33,58) [ 23.28) ( 10.58) {12,981 ( Ly | L2 (10008}
200 ~ 400 ‘
NUKBER OF REC 1P IENTS 531614 Mbls 29439 200911 110998 Wit 160,406
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 33u4) { 248 ( 1839 {13080 {148 (W1 {100,081 | .
401 - ¢00
RUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 94100 3163} 204560 204040 12,034 480 150, 807
PERCENT OF RECHPIENTS { 32931 TR O TR ORIy A X1 WY (100,081 |
601 - 500 '
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 46021 AT LY. 18,609 1485 1,08 448
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS {3Ln) 2.1t (18,28 (13,18 { B80 [ 491 1100, 08)
60l - 1000 '
NUNBER OF REC IPTENTS 10463 8122 20112 16,156 10,360 6,104 125,117
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 3238 1 2,48 { 18.13) 1 13,3) {82 I, 5,38 $100,08)
1001 - 1200
WUNBER OF RECIP IENTS 12,610 22,868 184767 13,503 0,475 5,990 102,361
PEACENT OF RECIPIENTS {391 [ 2.3 ( 18,32) (13,2 (8.2 {580 oo
Tome . |
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 658, 310 451,976 321,520 215,306 1214314 826 | 1068080
PERCENT OF RECIPIENIS ( 35.68) [ 2,480 (1.9 {1t ( 658) [ 3.68) (100, ¢3)
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Table 3B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Studenf.
.Eligibility Index Range and Family Income ’
Table 3B is a distribution of total dependent recipients by Student
Eligibility Index and Family Income. The number of depéndent Basic
Grant recipients was 1,135,947, Of this total, 621,757 dependent re-
cipients, which constituted 54.7% of the total number of dependent

recipients, reported family incomes of $6,000 or less.

As Table 3B indicates, 768,485 or 67.7% of dependent recipients had
student eligibility indices of 400 or less, with 465,821 or 512 of the
total dependent recipients having received student eligibility indices
of zero. Of the 768,485 dependent recipients with student eligibility
indices of 400 or less, 436,968 or 56.9% had family incomes of $6,000
or less. In addition, 73,242 or 6.4% of the dependent recipients had

student eligibility indices ranging from 1,001 to 1,200.



TABLE 3
DISTRIBUTION DF BASIC GRANY RECIPLENTS BY STUOENT ELIGABILITY §MOEX RANGE AND FANILY INCONE
ACADENIC YEAR 1977~19

LEPENOENT RECIPIENTS
T

FAHILY INCOME

N |
SYUDENT ELIGIBILITY | § 0. | y3001 - 4600] - 900l - | $1200] -
INOEX RANGE 3,000 6,000 9,000 13,000 154000 $51001 + m
0
HUMDER OF REC1PIENTS 63,468 | 111,190 83,031 51,004 32,435 18,081 5,821
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS LS00 e e | v | Che U3
I~ 200 |
NINBER OF RECIP 1ENTS 59,436 42,408 35,96 264199 15,502 94096 190,006
PERCENT OF RECIPIEN1S A caen | owen | cm | cmm | W | tooiag)
201 ~ 40 ) |
NIKBER OF REC IPLENTS T 184 20,60 21,266 16 119 9868 5,720 112,650
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS VRS0l e | o | e | 500 [ too.og)
401 ~ 600
NINBER OF REC P IENTS ) | 19,9m 15,994 10,085 5,608 105,112
PERCENT OF RECIP[ENTS Las | [ cwen | o | g e | S| ooy
601 - 100
NUNBER OF REC IPFENTS 28,914 200693 184576 14, 829 90553 5,909 9474
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS Pasm | e e | s | em | oot | dongl |
B0l ~ (000 o
]
WRBER OF REC IPJEATS 2101 16,826 164749 13,593 Bol 8,809 19,94
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS A R R R R ot ndoloy
1001 « 1200
NUMBER OF REC 1P 1ENTS 20,945 15,133 13,158 11,024 1,20 5,100 B2
PERCENT OF REC)PIENTS S0 i | cman | cison | e | WY
ToMAL -
NUMBER OF REC IP[ENTS 104, 447 256,90 209,350 155,950 9342l 55409 | 1138, 047
PERCENT OF RECIPIERTS el I R I R W08 | (o)

2
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Table 3C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student .
Eligibility Index Range and Family Income -
Table 3C is a distribution of total independent recipients by Student

Eligibility Index and Family Income.

The total number of independent Basic Grant recipients was 710,133. Of
this total, 488,609 or 68.7% of the independent recipients reported family
incomes of $6,000 or less. 1In comparing dependent recipients to indepen-
dent recipients, 54.7% of dependent recipients reported family incomes of
' $6,000 or less, whereas 68.7% of independent recipients reported family

incomes within this range.

Moreover, 459,196 or 64.7% of independent recipients had student eligi-
bility indices of” zero. Of those independent recipients with zero student
eligibility indices, 319,816 or 69.5% had family incomes of $6,000 or
less. Only 29,119 or 4.1% of the independent recipients had student

eligibility indices in the 1,001 to 1,200 range.

22



TABLE 3 ¢
DISTRIUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS Y STUDENT ELIGIBILITY INDEX RANGE AND FANALY INCOME

ACADEMIC YEAR 197718
INDEPE NOENY RECHPIENTS
110,13

FAMILY INCONE
F-— - i~y Ny
STUOENT ELIGIBILITY b0 $300 $600] = $900) = 812001 -
INDEX RANGE 3,000 6,000 9,000 12,000 15,000 §15,001 ¢ 100AL
0 —
WUNBER OF MEC IP JENT S 1900392 B4l 181564 ALY 16,916 9,709 489,196
PEACENT OF RECIP)ENTS 4Lt L 2.9 { 1bett) ¢l (3,080 Nt 1100.08)
- 00
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 10,48 13,530 0, 648 4401 2,10 1,197 80,916
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS IR | 2,5 { 16,50 [ 8,60 (A C2% [ fe.on
200 - 40¢ - | '
WUNBER OF REC IPENTS 19,420 12,134 8,108 4193 2131 1,152 AT 8
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 40,68) I 26,68 ( 1658 [ 8N I 44 ( 2.48) 1100, 02)
401 « &0
HUMOER OF RECIPIENTS 16,300 11,813 1402 4,057 1,989 1,133 45,025
PERCENT OF RECIPLENTS {40,080 [ 26,3) ( 16,08 (9,00 {448 (a8 (100, 08}
800 = 80
WMBER OF REC IP IENT S T 1,49 1,266 3,780 1912 1145 12,9
PERCENT OF RECIMIENTS 1 40,38 { 2,10 { 16.98) (&M [ 448 [ 2.68) (100, 03)
100« 1000
HUMER OF RECTPIENTS 16,282 9,29 5,963 3,16 1344 T 35,143
PERCENT OF AEC)PLENTS { 40,68) ( 26048) [ 16488) [ 9,00) (" 438) L 258) (100, C8)
100 - 1200 )
WMER OF RECIPRENTS 1,193 1,138 5,009 2,559 han &l 2,119
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 40,28} [ 26,58) (128 N [ 438 Cams | (100.03)
oL ' |
NUMMER OF NECIPIENTS 293,50 195,086 s 180 59,356 M98 16,035 "N0y13)
PERCENT OF MECIPIENTS alag) ( 2048) U L6uds) {0 ( 298) (a2 (100.08)
. - —

23
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Table 4A Distributdion of Basic Grant Recipients by Family
Income and Grant Level 4 ‘

Table 4A is a distribution of total Basie Grant recipients by Family

Income and Grant Level. The grant levels show ranges of awards up to

and including the maximum award of $1,400.

Of particular interest in Table 4A is the total number of recipients

who received the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400. During the 1977-78
academic year, 142,596 or 7.7% of the total recipient population received
the maximum award. Of those recipients who received the maximum award, '
50,834 reported family incomes ranging from $0 to $3,000. Another 35,180
reported family incomes ranging from $3,001 to $6,000. These two income
ranges accounted for approximately 60% of those recipients r :iving the

maximum award of $1,400.

Table 4A also indicates that 753,206 or 40.7% received awards of $799 or
less. Basic Grant awards ranging from $800 to $1,399 were also awarded

to 950,278 or 51.4% of the recipient population.

There were 658,370 recizients who had family incomes ranging from 30 to
$3,000. Of those recipients in that income range, 355,920 or 547 recedived

grants ranging from $400 to $999.



TABLE 4 A
DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GAANT RECIPIENTS BY FAMILY INCGHE AND GRANT LEVEL
ACADENIC YEAR 197178

CRAND TOIAL
14846,080 GRANT LEVEL
.
FANILY INCONE RANGE $ 0~ § 400 - § 800 - $1,000 - 11,200 ~
399 199 999 5199 1,399 1,400 ToIAL
' 0 ~ 3,000 |

NUMBER OF RECIPLENTS 14,562 l90p503' 165,337 117, 289 51,165 504034 658,310

PEACENT OF RECIPIENTS I 1,68 | 20,9%) ( 2518 (1788 t 318 ( T80 - 4100.08)
3,001 ~ 6,000

NURDER OF RECIPIENTS 52,341 130,082 1114998 82,323 39,246 35180 4510916

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 1L53) | 20,981 | 26,281 | 18.28) (8.8 { 128 {100,081
600! - 9,000

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 38,543 56497 80,208 60,593 T 154623 32,50

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS {1 ( 20.88) | 24.5¢8) ( 18448) (AN ( T.88) (100, 03)
9,001 - 12,000

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 25506 62,382 51865 404603 10,374 160574 15 306

PERCENT (F RECIPIENTS { 311.08) ( 28.98) L 2408 {10840 (IR .08 (100.0%)
124001 ~ 15,000

NUHBER QF RECIPIENTS 144680 36,025 294050 Wl 100208 9,036 PRI

PERCENT OF RECIPYENTS { 12,08 { 29.3) ( 235.9%) { 10.3%) (Ll { 143 f100,0%)
15,001 ¢

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS %51 HYLA] 164103 124908 5,005 5 1,524

PERCENT OF RECIPYENTS ( 13,33 I 30,280 | 2.6 { 18,08 (2% '|| 1421 (160,0%)
101L

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS U210 5350996 54,721 336,031 159,526 1424596 1,846,000

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (I} f29,08) { 24408) f .0 {6 1.3 ‘ 1100, 03)
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Table 4B Distribution of Basic Graat Recipients by Family s
Income and Grant Level

Table 4B 1s a distribution of total dependent recipients by Family Income

and Grant Level. The same grant levels and income ranges as listed in

Table 4A are replicated in Table 4B.

Table 4B indicates that 621,737 dependent recipient:s reported family
incomes of $6,000 or less. This constituted 54.7% of the total depen-
_dent recipients. Of those reporting family incomes of $6,000 or 1less,
445,128 or }.2Z of the total dependent recipients received grants

ranging from $400 to $1,199.

As shown by Table 4B, 605,324 dependent recipients received grants
ranging from $400 to $999. This accounted for 53.2% of all dependent

recipients,
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TABLE ¢ 8
DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY FAMLY [NCCNE AND GRANY LEVEL
NCAGENTC YEAR 1977~ 18

CEPENDENT RECLPIENTS
14350900 GRANT LEVEL
ﬁﬁuv INCONE RANGE b0~ $ 400 - ¢ 600 - $14000 - $4200 ~
399 1] T 1199 3% #4400 1oL
0~ 3,000 .
NUWABER OF RECIPIENTS 36,143 100,405 94,882 85,511 19,339 11,901 34, 147
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 10,080 (.58 (26,00 | 112,98 1 10.1%) | 1.8 1100,08) .
3,000 = 6000
NUNGER OF RECIPLENTS 2,114 10,97 65,886 41,405 2,029 19,009 25,490
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (Lo i 2,68 ( 25,62 { 18.42) ( 10,3%) (1.1 1100, 08)
61001 = 9:000 '
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 22,546 58, 664 52,200 19,302 20,350 164120 209,350
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (10,18 ( 26,08) { 4,90 { 18:48) (9,18 I 180 1100, 08}
9,001 - 12,000 .
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 17, 544 1454 38,18 29,52 14,621 14497 155,950
PERCENT OF RECI PIENTS (11,20 ( 26,58) | 26,48 (18,58 (9,38 (138 (100,08)
£24000 - 15,000 .

HUNEER OF REC 1P IENTS 10,95¢ 21,563 24430 17,200 840 61596 R
PERCENY CF RECIPIENIS (L) ( 29,58 { 20,28) ( 18.48) ( 9.08) (14080 1100,08)
15,001 + . .

HUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 1,435 16,150 12,551 9,555 41089 3,92 354489
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 13,33) ( 30,181 (22,60 [ 11.98) (a1 R {1c0.08)

TowL | |
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 121, 341 318,490 286,426 209,001 el 050920 | 14035,947
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 10,68 [ 28,081 | 25.28) | 1048) { 10,08} XN uao.olu

-
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Table 4C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family
Income and Grant Level

Table 4C is a distribuCiog of total independent recipieqts by Family

Income and Grant Level. Independent recipients constituted 710,133 or

38.5% of the total Basic Grant recipient population.

As Table 4C indicates, 385,393 or 54.1% of the independent recipients
received grants ranging from $400 to $999 which compares to 53.6% of

the total recipient population in these same grant levels,

Table 4C also indicates that 488,609.independent recipients reported
family incomes of $6,000 or less. Of those independent recipients who
reported family incomes of $6,000 or less, 353,284 or 49.7% of all in-
dependent recipients received Basic Grant awards ranging from $400 to
$1,199. In addition, 56,676 or 7.9% of independent recipients received

the maximum award of $1,400.
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TABLE 4 ¢
DISTRIBUTION OF paSig GRANT RECIPIENTS By FAMILY INCCHE aND

: GRANT ey
ACADENIC" VEAR 19777y
INGEPENDENY  RECIRIENIS
no,1%

ORANT LEvEL
vy
FAMILY INCCHE RavGE $} 0~ § 400 - § 000 ~ $1,000 « $14200 -
399 199 999 L9y 399 #1400 TOTAL
0~ 3,000 \
NUKBER OF REC IPfENTS 39,819 90,078 104455 5712 HITHE 121933 93,9
PERCENT OF RECHPLENTS {1350 { 0.m) {2408 { H.680 (W1 1 1488) 1100, 0%)
—— oyt i MMMM""M *—‘MM
31001 ~ 6000
NUMBER OF RECIPEENTS 164233 59,909 4,112 3918 L1 15291 195000 |
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 13,43) { 30,1 {23,680 {1000 &) i 1.8 {100,8)
6001 ~ 9,000 :
NUMBER OF REC Ip1ENTS 15,991 35,833 8,000 2120 636 9,503 118, 160
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (1358 1 30,38 | 23,480 € 17,9 | 648) ( 8.08) {100, 03
9,000 - 12,000
WUNBER OF REC IP IENTS h962 17,039 13,682 11,04} 3155 Shan 59 356
PERCENT OF RECI P1ENTS | 13.48) ( 30,08 L 23,08 { 10,48 | 63y (8.58) (100,08}
M ] MMMMM
12,001 - 15,000
HUMBER OF REC IP 1ENTS n 01462 61420 Sill5 b 195 N0 KL
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 133y ( 30,280 L 22,98 {10280 | 448) (a8 100,08
MMMMMMMW
l5.00! t
NUKBER OF RECIPIENTS Wl 461 31626 4953 Lots | los2¢ 16,035
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS L 13,3y 1 30.48) {264 { 18.43) &3t | 8.8%) {100,00)
T0IAL
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 95,069 217,098 1684295 1264950 49245 56,816 110y133
PERCENT UF RECIPIENTS I 13,50 1 30.58) (3.0 10080 {638 (1.9 (100, 03)
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Table 4D Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family

Income and Grant Level -
Table 4D 43 a distribution of Social Security recipients by Fa;ily
Income and Grant Level. Table 4D shows that 215,123 Social Security
recipients received Basic Grant assistance during the 1977-78 academic
year. Social Security recipients constituted 11.7% of the total Basic

Grant recipient population.

A review of Table 4D shows that 120,619 or 56.1% of the Social Security
recipients reported family incomes of $6,000 or less. From that figure,
70,546 or 32.8% of the Social Security recipient population, reported

‘family incomes of $3,000 or less.

0f particular interest are the grant levels for Social Security recipi-~
ents. There were 78,258, or 36.3% of Social Security recipients who
received awards of $799 or less. Another 120,434 or 55.9% of the Social
Security recipients, received Bagic Grant awards ranging from $800 to
$1,399. Finally, 7.6% or 16,431 Social Security recipients received

the waximum award of $1,400.

34
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SOCIAL Secumpry RECIPIENTS
UMY

GRANY LEVEL
. A N
FAMILY INCONE RANGE 0+ ' ;oo . 4800 - s:.ooo . e}.zoo - t
[T 09 999 99 0399 $19400 i,y
' ' |' m'
0« 3,000
NUMBER of RECIPLENTS bié2g 18,103 19912 13,029 . 6,973 :.30’7 1013544
PERCENY g RECIPIENTS U939 { 26,58) { 20,29 18,48 9.81) | (100.0g)
] ] )
3000[ ~ & 000 '
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 42 139314 13080 9413 4409 3903 oom |
PERCENT of RECIP Enys 0 %3 2651 { 2.59 | to.13) (R ( Ly 1100.cy)
M—
6100) - %000
NUNBER OF pec IPIENYS 3004 10,635 14039 1,094 3,048 3,146 40, 444
rtacemuaecmems (XY ( 26,28) (a2 { 19,51 i 9.5 L nn (100, ogy
Hool - 12,000
NUMBER oF RECIPlENTS 281 11699 M 51435 ully Al N
PERCENT gF RECIPIENTS  1o1g) ( 21.28) { 26429) U 19.25) L %6 1.5 100,04
12.0(" . 15.000
NU«BERUHECIPIENIS l643 ] 4313 3154 14538 L2y | 6300
PERCENT g RECIPLENTS { 10.01) bty (28,30 (19,21 L 941 [ 1,5 1100,04)
15,00] +
[] '
WUBER 0F Rectpy gy 1,008 20849 249 Lilo %4 0 9,39
PERCENT oF RECIPENTS ( 10,11 (20,2 ( 25,08 (19,28 (9.2 { 1.88) (100408}
NUKBER oF RECIPIENTS 20,174 5711467 50,03 40422 20,81 16443} FL )
PERCENY qF RECIPLENyS (9.4 ( 26478) {213y ( 10.98) U s ( T.g) halﬂoml
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Table 4E Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family

Income and Grant Level
Table 4E 1is a distribution of all veterans who received Bagic Grants by
Family Income and Grant Level. Vetefan recipients comprised approxi~
mately 6% of the total Basic Grant recipient population for academic

year 1977~78.

Of particular interest in this Table is the number of veteran recipients
reporting low family incomes. Table 4E indicates that there were 71,426
veteran recipients, which constituted 65.1% of the veteran population,
reporting family incomes of $6,000 or less. 1In addition,'80,877 or 73.62
of the total,veteran recipient Population received Basic Grant awards
ranging from $400 to $1,199, while 5,891 or 5.3% received the maximum

award of $1,400.

w
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ADLEAE
DISIRIBUIT ' i wadit <l RECIPJENTS BY FANILY [HCCHE AND GRANT LEVEL
AAOENIC YEAR 1977478

VETERAN REC 1P| ENTS
109,854 GRANT LEVEL
FANILY INCOME RANGE b0 P00 1 yagp e #4000 $10200 -
199 199 999 1199 11399 14400 TOTAL
0~ 3,000
NUNBER OF REC IPIENTS 4018 13,253 TR 1,048 U8 L 42,608
PEACENT OF RECIPIENTS RNt N {28l { 16,53 (668 {53 (100,08
3,00) - 6000
NUMBER OF MECIPIENTS 3,905 0,054 163 41 2,038 1,513 28,018
PERCENT OF RECIPLENTS (1,08 {30.7) ( .58 [ 16,4) (.00 (548 £100, 08
6,001 - 9,000
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 2130 & 042 5,052 3, 1,325 1,022 19,394
PERCENT OF RECIPLENTS I 14,080 { 30,18 ( 608 { 16,68 (6N {52 4100, 08)
9,001 ~ 12,000
WIMSER OF RECIPIENTS b2 3,180 2,600 1,038 m m 10, ¢33
PERCENT OF MECI PLENTS ( 13,80 { 30,9%) [ %38 (1L ( (531 1100,08)
1,001 ~ 15,000
NUMBER OF REC IPIENTS b6t 1,425 1,339 ) 36 . 5198
PERCENT OF RECIPLENTS ( 12,08 (31,29 ( 25,00 ( 17,8) I 1,28 [ 548 (100,08
15,:00] 4
HUMBER OF RECIPIENTS W3 "9 1} 515 o | . 161 3,003
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( { 30.68) { 26018) (11,18 At 1858 (100, 08)
TomL |
NUMER OF RECIPIENTS 15,316 33,983 20,631 18,26 1510 5,891 109 ¢5¢ -
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 13,981 { 30,98} 2,180 [ 16,68) [ 698) RN T

3
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Table 4F Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family
Income and Grant Level

Table 4F is a distribution of dependent veteran Tecipients by Family

Income and Grant Level. Dependent veteran recipients constituted 2.7%

of the total Basic Grant recipient population.

An analysis of this Table indicates that 28,071 or 57.4% dependent
veteran recipients reported family incomes of $6,000 or less. Of these
28,071 dependent veteran recipients, 16,497 reported incomes of $3,000
or less, and 9,198 or 55.6% received grants ranging from $400 to $999.

Only 1,034 or 6.22 received the maximum grant.

0f all dependent veterans who reported family incomes of $6,000 or less,
10,784 or 22% received Basic Grant awards of $799 or less. Furthermore,
26,654 or 54.37% dependent veteran recipients received awards ranging
from $800 to $1,399, while 2,996 or 6.1% dependent veteran recipients

received the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400.
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TABLE 4 F
DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS By FAMILY INCTHE AND GRANT LEVEL

ACADENIC YEAW 1977-18
CEPENDENT VEYSRAN RECIPIENTS
y

44,924 GRANT LEVEL

AR b 7.
FANILY 14739 7 RANGE 0~ 400 - $ 600 ~ $1,000 - $1,200 ~
LT 199 999 14199 1,399 $1,400 TOTAL
0~ 3,000
NUMBER QF RECIPIENTS L1 44600 4,530 3,022 Ll 11034 16,497
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 1 10,48 | 20028) [ 21.48) ( 1838 { 9.8) (628 {100.0%)
3091 - 4,000
NUKBER OF RECIPIENTS 14165 k1Y) 3215 H032 129 152 oS4
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ¢ 10.0%) (21880 ( 20.28) 1 17.58) { 918 { 683l | (100,084
4001 - 9,000
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 991 HY L5 lo850 005 521 1LY
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 10.08) { 29.08) 21,83 ( 18.08) i s I 5.6%) £100.0%)
9,000 - 12,000
NUNBER QF REC [PIENTS 106 Lol 1613 14015 51l e by 254
PERCENY UF RECIPIENTS { 1.2%) { 9.9 { 2518 {18 (9% {6,081 100,08
12,001 ~ 15,000
NUHBER OF REC IPIENTS mn Lok 908 6l4 o2 19/ 3,423
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 10.081 { 30,58 { 26,53 TR i 8,5% { 5.68 (100.0%)
15,00 +
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 54 592 507 360 119 Y 2,029
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 12,580 () 24,98 {16731 { 8,08 I 5.8 (100, 0%)
ToTAL
NUMBER OF REC IPIENTS Srals 14, 058 13,352 8,801 40089 21996 48,924
PERCENT GF RECIPIENTS {10,681 { 28,1%) { 1.2 { 18,08 i 918 (N 11004 03}

[
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Table 4G Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family
Income and Grant Level

Table 4G is a distribution of total independent veteran recipients by

Family Income and Grant Level. Total independent veteran recipients

constituted 3.3%Z of the total Basic Grant recipient population.

An analysis of Table 4G indicates that 43,355 or 71.4% independent
veterans reported family incomes of 6,000 or less. Of this figure,
31,947 or 52.67% of independent veteran recipients received Basic Grant

awards ranging from $400 to $1,199.

Another Pertinent statistic is that 30,025 or 49.4% independent vet-
erans received Basic Grant awards of $799 or less; 27,810 or 45.67%
received awards ranging from $800 to $1,399, while 2,895 or 4.7% re-~

ceived the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400.




TABLE 4 ¢
OISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANF RECIFJENTS BY FANILY INCONE AND GRANY LEVEL

ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-10
INDEPENDENT VETERAN RECIPIENTS

601130 GRANT LEVEL
FANILY [NCONE RMNGE 0- b A0 - $ 800 - $1,000 - $11200 -
L 199 999 11199 1,399 #1460 T0TAL
0~ 3,000 ' |
NUNBER OF REC IPIENTS 44200 0,505 69639 4026 11332 L2l HAT
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 16,480 { 32,0 {2540 ( 15.43) ( 5.8 ( 408 (100,081
3,001 ~ ¢,000
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 2,020 50033 4,362 2,102 906 fl 174204
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 1638 ( 32,88 ( 252 { 15.6%) (Wi (4 (400.c3)
6001 ~ 9,000
NUNBER OF REC IPIENTS 1,739 3,300 2,53 Lo | 520 501 10,241
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (16,90 ( 32,93 ( 24,08 (1538 {508 ( 488 (400, 08)
a0l - 12,000
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 166 1419 1,0 0 02 19 4309
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS {11,480 { 32,42) { 24,68 I 16,480 ( 488} [ 448 1100,08)
12,001 - 15,000
NUNBER OF REC Ip LENT S 298 580 3l b 0 08 b0
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { L6e180 { 32,60) { 24,2 { 16,58 i 48 (450 (100, 08)
15,001 +
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 189 Ty | b 135 3 C 50 M4
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 19,43) | 33,58 ( 24,28 ( 13,80 BRI {501 (100,08}
o
HUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 10,100 19,925 15,219 9,450 3,00 2,095 60,130
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 16.63) { 32.88) { 25,10 { 15,58) [ 5.08) C 48] 00,08
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Table SA Distribution of Basic Grant Recipilents by Educational .
Cost Range and Grant Level .
Table 5A is a distribution of all Basic Grant recipients by Educational
Cost Range and Grant Level. It should be noted that the educational
cost ranges are in $300 increments after the first educational cost

range of $1,500 or less.

Table SA indicates that 1,248,970 or 67.7% of all Basic Grant recipients
attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs ranged
from $1,501 to $2,700. Also, 76,043 or 4.1% of all Basic Grant recipi~
ents attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs
were $1,500 or less. These recipients received Basic Grant assistance

of less than $799.

Table SA also shows that 300,746 or 16.3% of all Basic Grant recipients
attended postsecondary instituticons where the educational costs ranged
from $2,701 to $3,600. Also ' ‘1,321 or 11.9% of all Basic Grant recip-
ients attended postsecondary.inscitutions where the educational costs

were $3,601 or more.
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TABLE 5 A

MADENIC YEAR 197718

OISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPTENTS BY EOUCATIONAL COST RANGE AND GRANT LEVEL

GUAN TOTAL
1+ 046,080 GRANT LEVEL
EDUCAT IONAL CaOST } 0~ $400 ~ $800 - $1,000 ~ $1,200 - .
RAN GE 399 199 99 1199 19y $le400 TOTAL
0~ 1,500
NUABER OF RECIPIENTS 34,990 53,053 0 0 0 0 169043
PERCENY OF RECIPIENTS { 30,28) { 6.7 { 0.04 { 008 { 0,08) i 0.0% (100, 0%)
14501 ~ 1,000
MINBER OF RECIPIENTS 36,565 §044670 139,493 0 0 0 200, 736,
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 13.00 - n2 { 49,68 { o.cel 0o i 0.0%) (100.0%)
14801 = 2,100
AUMBER QF REC IPIENTS 9176 138,512 403,321 614855 Q 0 442,064
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (IAE] { 20,681 I 45,98 {153 { 0,08 i 0.0%) £100.0%)
Gi0l « 2,400
MWHBER OF RECIPIENTS 34,9 89,251 38,409 194,311 hldl 0 3634039
""."RCENI OF RECIPIENTS { 10.1% { %88 { 10,5%) { 53.5%) Ly { 0.0%) (100,044
20401 ~ 2,100
MUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 14,454 37,808 16,959 154042 14,068 0 162,33}
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS i &9 i 3.2 {10,4%) { .20 { 44,00 ( 0.0% 1100, 084
2,701 = 3,000 |
HUHOBER OF RECIPIENTS b 410 9 0m 164598 114532 30,348 44,602 165, 181
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS i 99 { 4.0 { 10,08 i 10.¢%) { 16,33) i 21,08 {100, 0%
3,001 « 3,200
MIKGBER OF RECIPIENTS 513 108,149 84086 Be472 . 9 120 ‘ 12,682 14122
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 10,21) i &5 i 10,98 { 11,680 { lZdﬂ { 30.63) (100,08)
3,301 ~ 3,400
NJMBER OF RECIPIENTS 6292 14,512 64580 64949 held 19,170 | o437
PERCENT DF RECIPIENTS (10,28 (23,0 {10, 1% ( 11,38 { 11.83) { 12,4 {100, 08)
3,601 v
M/KBER OF RECIPIENTS 16,824 564256 25,255 5, 01C 30,514 55,542 240,321
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 1,13 {2558 { 11,60) {12 { 13,83 { 5.2 {100, C2)
4,7 T0TAL |
HUNGER OF RECIPIENTS Un2lo 535 994 54,121 336,031 159,526 142,596 1,846,000
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (1% { 29,0 ( 24,00 ( 10,280 i 662 | 7.?"1 {100, 03)
o R

43



"Page 21

Table 5B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educational
Cost Range and Grant Level ’
Table 5B is a distribution of all dependent Basic Grant reciplents by
Educational Cost Range and Grant Level. It should be noted that the
educational cost ranges are in $300 increments after Ehe first educa-

tional cost range of $1,500 or less.

Table 5B indicates that 747,813 or 65.8% of all dependent Basic Grant
recipients attended postsecondary institutions where the educational
costs ranged from $1,501 to $2,700. Also, 32,265 or 2.8% of all depen-
dent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions where
the educational costs were $1,500 or less. These received Basic Grant

assistance of less than $799.

Table 5B also shows that 195,344 or 17.2% of all dependent Basic Grant
reciplents attended postsecondary institutions where the educational
costs ranged from $2,701 to $3,600. Also 160,525 or 14.1% of all
dependent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions

where the educational costs were $3,601 or more.
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ACADENIC YEAR 1977-19

TABLE 5 B
OISTRIBUTLON OF BASIC GRANF RECIPIENTS bY EOUCATICHAL COST RANGE AND GRANT LEVEL

CEPENOENT RECIPIENTS
1135,94] GAANT LEVEL
wl syt
EOUCAT IONA, COST b0~ $400 - $600 - 1,000 - 11,5200 ~
RANGE 9 199 ) 1,189 1,399 $,400 101AL
0~ 1,500
WHBER OF RECIPIENTS 8,089 24,017 0 0 0 0 32, 265
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 25,08) [ 14.58) ( 0.08) (0,08 ( 0.08) ( 0.08) 1100.08)
1150) - 1,800
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 16,842 55164) 91,023 0 0 0 164506
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (10,280 ( 34e40) ( 55,38) ( 0.08) (0.0) [ 0.08) (160408)
146801 = 2,100 |
MUMBER OF RECIP] ENTS 25393 614 856 118,479 41261 0 0 253 19
PERCENT OF RECPIENTS { 10,00) | 26881 { 46,08 [ 1628) ( 008 (00 {00, ot
2401 - 2,400
WMBER OF RECIPIENTS 2552 560186 254508 115 269 0 224,020
PERCENT F RECIPIENTS { 10,08) { .01 {1y ( 52,2 (LY [ 0,0%) (100,030
20401 ~ 2,700
WIHBER OF RECIPIENTS %383 25,09 TRt 10,149 50,342 0 106,090
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 8.8%) { 2.61) [ 0.4) (9,8 (41,48 | 0.0t (100,08}
2,700 = 3,000 -
HINBER OF RECIPIENTS 10,070 HATY S TW 11! 3,009 26424 110,561
PERCENT OF RECIPIEATS { %6t [ 24,5 { 100.0) { 10,58 { 20,08 { 23,48 {100,08)
3,001 ~ 3,300 ‘
WNBER OF RECIPIENTS 43N 10, 590 5,019 5,009 6,848 121440 44,000
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (9,98 { 24,01 {1050 (1500 (168 [ 8.2 (100,08
1,300 ~ 3,600
MIBER OF RECIPLENTS h1l8 9,634 §4589 4620 5,402 o | - 4008
PERCENT OF RECIPI ENTS ( 10,28 [ 22,68 (12 ( 11,3) { 1628 [ 29.31) (100,081
3,601 "
NINBER OF RECIPIENTS 19,661 41,519 19,069 19,113 6,021 35,016 160,825
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 12.28) [ 25,9%) ( 188 RN ( 16,29) { 21,88) 1100.08)
Tore
NUKBER OF RECIP) ENTS 121,341 118,899 2064426 209,081 114,200 15920 1,135,941
PERCENT OF RECIPIBNIS ( 10,68 { 20,08} ( 25.28) [ 18,48) ( 10,08) C 1580 | Ll00.08)
" Wty N
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Table 5C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educaéionhl
Cost Range and Grant Level ' ’
Table 5C is a distribution of all independent Basic Grant recipients
by Educational Cost Range and Grant Level. It should be noted that
the educational cost ranges are in $300 increments after the first

educational cost range of $1,500 or less.

Table 5C indicates that 501,157 or 70.67% of all independent Basic
Grant reciplents attended postsecondary institutions where the educa-
tional costs ranged from $1,501 to $2,700. Also, 43,778 or 6.2% of
all independent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary insti-
tutions where the educational costs were $1,500 or less. These

recipients receilved Basic Grant assistance of less than $799.

Table 5C also shows that 105,402 or 14.8% of all independent Basic

Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions where the edu-
cational costs ranged from $2,701 to $3,600. Also 59,796 or 8.4% of
all independent Basic Gran£ recipients attended postsecondary insti-

tutions where the educational costs were $3,601 or more.



IKDEPENDENT RECIPIGNTS

TABLE 5 ¢

ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-18

OISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY EDUCATIONAL COST RANGE ANC ERANT LEVEL

110,13 GRANT LEVEL
" RNy Ry A ]
EDUCATIONAL COST b 0~ $400 ~ $800 ~ $1,000 - $1,200 -
RANGE 399 199 999 141199 1,399 3l o400 T01AL
0= 14500
HMBER OF RECIPIENTS 14902 20,876 0 0 0 0 §3,118
PERCENT OF RECIPIENIS { 3408 { b5o?ll { 0,00 { 0.0t { 0.0%) i 0.0%) {100, 0%)
1501 - 1,800 ,
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 19,723 0N 48,470 0 0 0 1165230
PERCENT OF RECIPIBYIS  16s9%} ( 4le3td {41,700 { 0.0 (0.0 . ( 0.0%) 1100, 0%}
11801 ~ 2,100 '
MUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 23,183 549654 844642 208y 594 o 0 188,615
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS {1580 { 28.08! { bl { 1.0 (0,04} ' Y H | {100.03)
Wil = 2,400 ‘ T
¢
WIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 14314 334005 124924 1My 159 L] 0 139,014
PERCENT OF RECIPTENTS { 10,381 ( a8 { .2 (555 | L0 { 0.,0%) 1200.08)
Lidd] - 2,700
MMBER QF RECIPLENTS 5011 124714 5,001 44893 L) 0 56024l
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS i 9.0% {22,681 (10,3 &1 { 49,20 { 0,08 £100,0%)
101 - 3,000
WIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 56540 12,534 - 502108 5,815 1,139 - 16,178 54,020
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (TR H] { 2.9 { 9.5 { 10.6%) { 13.4%) ( 13,20 1100, 0%)
3,001 = 3,300
MIHBER OF RECIPIENTS 3199 1599 3,001 3,403 H612 10,242 30,122
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 10,6%) {25,280 [ 9.9 { U2 ( &M { 14,02 (100, 03)
3,301 = 3,600 |
NUMBER OF RECIPLENTS L) 44938 24011 2,329 1412 1,190 0,454
PERCENT CF RECIPIENTS 10,281 { 23.9%) { 9.0 { i %Ll% t 11,08 £100,08)
36 o
RIMBER OF RECIPLENTS Toléd Mubli bylbs 5181 & 547 20,466 59,196
PERCENT @F RECIPIENTS [ 1l.9%} { .58 { 10,38 T { 1.8 | 34,28) {100,098
014
NMBER OF RECIPIENTS 95,009 UL 08 18,295 126,950 A%, 245 46,476 10,133
PERCENT OF RECIPIBNYS | 1350 { 30,530 ] ( 23.08) (11,88 § 6,33 t 1.9 (100,080 L .
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Tablé 6A Distribution of Bagic Grant Recirfsnts by Student '
Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level -
Table 6A is a distribution of total Basic Grant recipilents by Skudent
Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level. The grant levels show ranges
of awards up to and including the maximum award of $l,£60. The student
eligibility indices are distributed in 200 point ranges except for the
first category which indicates the number of recipients who received

zero student eligibility indices.

Table 6A indicates that 925,017 or 50.1% of the total recipient popula-
tion had student eligibility indices of zero, with 69.3% of those re-
cipients with zero student eligibility indices receiving Basic Grant
awards ranging from $400 to $1,199. In addition, 142,596 recipients,
which constituted 7.7% of the tctal recipient population, received the

maximum grant of $1,400.

Furthermore, 401,330 recipients or 21.7% had student eligibility indices
ranging from 1 to 400 and recéi?ed Basic Grant awards of $1,399 or less.
Also, 417,372 recipientsi which constituted 22.67% of the total recipient
population, had student eligibility indices ranging from 401 to 1,000, and
they received awards of $999 or less. There were 102,361 or 5.5% of the
total number of recipients who had eligibility indices of 1,001 to 1,200.

These reciplents received awards of $799 or less.




TABLE 6 A

DISTRIBUTLON OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY STUDENT ELIGIAILITY IADEX RANGE AND GRANT LEVEL
ACADENIC YEAR 1917~18

GRAND TOTAL
1,846, 080 " GRANT LEVEL
[
STUDENT EL IGIBILITY 50~ $0) - $000 - $000 - | 1,200 -
INDEX RANGE 399 199 99 1199 £,299 $'4400 1oL
0
NCMBER OF RECIPIENIS 55,672 20112 2434668 192228 R 192,596 s25011
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS Cat®) |t | Caam | tadn | Cwon | cian | oo
L~ 200
MIBER OF RECIPIENTS 0,824 $0:918 500115 514282 180788 0 240,92
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS Castl | s | caan | otaan | taen | e | O
201 + 400
NIMBER OF RECIPLENS 6,055 20 880 1182 b5 0 0 160 406
PERCEN OF RECIPIENTS e b | ocaan | essen !l o ew | e | donon
\01 - 600
NIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 60832 290183 14792 0 0 0 150,601
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS Cast |t | cwan | com | com | e | aom
601 ~ 800
NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 16618 125,026 | ‘ 0 0 0 el s 440
PERCENT OF RECIPTENTS I8 | B ot | coen | coon | oo | 0.y
801~ 1000 |
RUMBER OF RECIPLENTS 20,251 106 856 0 0 o]l o 15,110
PERCEHT QF RECIBIENTS Cosast |t | oo | Coom | coon | € oo | tcoo
1001 ~ 1200
AHBER OF RECIPLENTS 1020358 3 0 0 0 01tz
PERCENY OF RECIPIENTS Pooodt | oot | o (oo | wot | ¢ owe I e
. 0rL
e
KUMBER OF RECIPLENTS 21,210 535,998 W54l 26,031 159,52 14259 | 1o0kby00
PERCENT OF RECPERIS Gt | Cwn | rsen | cwmar | caen | Cnm | no

0




recipients, hag eligibility indices of zero, Of those dependent re-

cipients with zero eligibility indices, 313,185 dependent recipients

award of $1,400,

In addition, 302,664 dependents or 26.6% had Student eligibility in~-
dices ranging from 1 to 400, Also, 294,220 or 25.9% of the dependent

recipients hag eligibilicy indices ranging from 401 to 1,000, and

As Table 68 shows, 440,239 dependent Tecipients Teceived awardg of

$799 or less. Thege recipients-comprised 38.6Z of the total dependent

of $1,400.

oOF



TABLE 6 8

DISTRIGUI LON OF BASIC GRANF RECIPUENTS BY STUDENT ELBGIBILITY IADEX RANGE AND GRANT LEVEL
ACADENIC YEAR 197718

CEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

135,047 GRANT LEVEL
STUDENT €L IGIBILITY b 0- $400 « 400 ~ N0~ | 0.
INDEX RANGE %9 19 %9 L 199 1,369 400 A
0 .
HNBER OF RECIPIENTS 10428 8912 120,651 Y 920 15,920 408,021
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS C3 [ Cen | et | ocaem | ciesn | Cen | oo
I~ 200
NINBER OF RECIPIENTS 5,31) Bobl4 48,750 21l 64,950 0 190,008
| PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS Coan |t | ocaan | ocaen | s |0 won | s
ZOl"W”v o -
AWBER OF RECIPIENTS 3310 mn 20104 869240 0 0 112,654
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS Cas | et | eaa2s foooshet |odeo ] 0w | oo
W0l- 60 |
NHBER OF RECIPIENTS 3136 169808 5,0 0 0 0 108,112
PERCENY OF RECIPIENTS 2 I B Y (T R O YO TV B N O B 1O R T RT3
T ) ]
NHBER OF RECIPIENTS 8,108 90,364 2 0 0 0 §,40
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS % I T B X BN T R VR T R
B0J ~ 1000
NNBER OF RECIPIENTS 10,141 19,2 0 0 ol . o 89,914
PERCENT OF RECIPBNTS CUO [t | a0t | oo | et ] Tronon | oo
1001 - 120
NINOER OF RECUPIENTS 13,02 0 0 0 0 0. 1,142
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (000t j ¢ 000 | roo [t o0n | raw | 1 osen | g0
T | g
WHBER OF RECIPIENTS 121,341 30890 2by426 209,081 14201 5920 | 108,547 |
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS Clod | caan | csan | oocwew | e | 0o | e
il Ny

ip
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Table 6C Distribution of Bagic Grant Recipients by Student -’
Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level )

-

Table 6C was produced for independent reciplents who are distributed

by Student Eligibileiy Index Range and Grant Level,

This Table shows that 459,196 or 64.7% of independé&t recipients had
student eligibilely indices of zero. Of these independent recipients
vith zero student eligibiltiy indices, 364,273 or 79. 2% received
grants ranging from $400 to $1,399, with 56,676 or 12.3% recelving

the maximum grant.

Furthermore, 98, 666 or 13.9% of the independent recipients had eligi~
bility indices ranging from 1 to 400; 123,152 or 17.3% had eligibility
indices ranging fromw 401 to 1000; and 29,119 or 4.1%Z, had student eligi-

bility indices ranging from 1001 to 1200,



TABLE 6 ¢

DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS 8 STunen HIGIBILITY INEX RANGE o GRANT LEVEL

ACADENIC YEAR 1977~15
INDEPENDENY RECI PIEnys:
110,133 GRANT LEVEL .
STUDENY ELIGEarLl 1y b0~ $400 - 1800 ~ #1000 - $1:200 - -—7
INDEX RANGE I 19 999 L9y 10399 400 TonL
. —N'MM'MMMMMM
0
RUNBER OF RECIPIENTE 38,241 120, 140 115,017 94,646 s 36,616 59, 196
PERCERT OF RECIPIENTS I 8,38 (26,10 25,08 [ 20,68) ] { 12,33) (100.08)
W‘MWMMM MM MMMW
|~ 200
MHBER OF RECIPIERTS 3,451 12,304 12,3571 12,01) 10,295 0 5519
PERCENT OF RECHPIENIS (6.8 ( 26,18) (20,20 ( 2358 g [ 0.081 1100.08)
MMM—-\W Rl N e s s, e S S mm
01 - 400
WHBER OF RECIPIENTS 31545 Ny 1,958 201213 0 0 LT
PRRCENT OF RECAPIENTS (RN § [ 25.08) {25,081 (HU {008 {008 (100,08}
01 « 400
WCHBER OF RECIPIENTS 30696 1,370 284901 0 0 0 450035
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS U YA t 2l  oha3tl [ 0.0%) (N { Q0¥) {1c0. 08
MWMMNWMMMMMM
601 ~ g0o
HUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 8,310 34662 2 0 0 0 2904
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (1934 { 80,681 L 0408 € 0,0 {oo0 (0.0 (100,03)
w—mpm-~m—-m e o R MM MMM B St
801 ~ 4000
NIKBER OF RECIPIENTS 9, 504 15,639 0 0 0 0 %, 143
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS .0 (12,9 (0.0 t o, i 0.0t ( '0.08) 1100:02)
1001 ~ 1200
MHBER OF REC IPIENTS By 16 3 0 0 0 0 29119
PERCENT OF RECIP1ENTS  99.94) t 0.8 {008 (0,00 { 0.08% [ 00%) |\ (100,08
“-A""N‘MM e e, mwwﬂ-mm Py iy 2 g MM""‘MW
Tora, |
NIMBER OF RECIP) ENTS 951869 2111098 168,295 126,950 451245 56,1676 n'o'.m
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (1350 { 30,580 | 23.63) (N { 6:38) {1980 (100,05
P A—
A\~
b%
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Table 7A Distribution of Basic Grap; Recipients by Student’
Eligibilicy Index Range angd Type of Institution’

Institutional Progress Report,

Of the 1,846,080 Basic Granpe Tecipients, 793, 628 attended univergities
and 623,754 attended two-year institutiops, The Basic Grant recipients
enrolled at these two types of institutions accounted for over 75% of

all recipients,

versities hay S eligxbility indices in the 1 to 200 range, 1In

1 to 200 range.



TABLE 7 A
OUSTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY SIVDENT ELIGIBILITY INDEX RANGE ANO TYPE OF INS1ITUTION
ACADEHIC YEAR 1977-10

AN TOTAL
14846, 060 TP OF INSTLIUTIOH,
IR LYEAR BUT | 6 NONTHS B
STUOENT ELIGIBILITY ‘ 2 LESS THAN 30T LESS TN
INDEX RANGE WIVERSITIES | YEARS YEAS 2YEMS | I YER (HER TonL
0
MBER OF KECIPIENTS Bl | 1k | 35690 20,102 49,904 o s
- 20
NNBER OF RECIPLENTS L1644 $isiT 12,481 3081 S 0| Mo
201 - 409
MBER OF RECIPIENTS 81 0318 o155 2,818 41636 0 10,408
T e
MMBER OF RECIPLENTS 10,918 Besst | a2l 2,169 3,98 of e
601 - 800
NIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 661394 ol Aot 24000 3,616 0| e
801 = 1000
MNBER OF RECIPIENTS 59,826 28, 808 34,040 L5 21068 o usam
1001 - 1200
MBS IF RECIPIENTS 50,362 20944 26,638 35 2,035 0| 06l
[ ' l
MMBEK 1.  SCIPIENTS 168 | 3mmo | eaase 36 122 186 0| by 060

b5 b
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Table 7B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student;
Eligibility Index Range and Type of Institution
Table 7B indic :zes the distribution of dependent Basic Grant recipients

by Student Eligibility Index Range and Type of Instipution.

Dependent Basic Grant recipients show the same trends in enrollment and
student eligibility index as the total recipient population. As indi-
cated by the table, 536,455 or approximately 477 were enrolled in uni-~
versities and 326,624 or almost 297 were enrolled in two~year ingtitutioms,

thus accounting for approximately 76% of the dependent recipients.

Of the 536,455 dependent recipients enrolled in universities, 207,034
or 38.6% had student eligibility indices of zero and 91,097 or 17% had
student eligibility indices in the 1 to 200 range. This same trend is
shown in two-year institutions, with 152,825 or 46.8% of the 326,624
dependent recipilents having student eligibility indices of zero and

53,708 or 16.4% with student eligibility indices in the 1 to 200 range.



TABLE 7 8

DISTRIBUTION DF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTES BY STUDENT ELIGIBILATY INDEX RANGE ANC TYPE OF INSTLTUTION
ACADENIC YEAR {577-18

CEPENDENT REC) PIENTS
10135, 41 TYPE OF INSTRTUTION
OTHER L YEAR QUT 6 HONTHS
STUDENT EL IGI8ILITY 4 2 LESS THAN |BUT LESS THAN
INDEX RANGE UNIVERSITIES YEARS YEARS 2 YEARS 1 YEAR OTHER oI
- 0
WIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 201,034 194894 152,025 9,51 16,551 1654021
1~ 200
WIMOER OF RECIPLENTS 91,091 M 53,708 2,655 4,186 190,906
01 - 400
RUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 350150 3694 2,851 t R 2405 12,58
401 ~ 60y
MNDER OF RECIPIENTS 5H014 )N A8l4 1,32 14944 105,712
601 - 800
KUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 46, 144 Q2,018 26.635 L1l 11445 56,424
801 - 3000
MUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 44,931 a0, 004 U689 14086 1o456 69,97
1001 - 1200
MSMOER OF RECIPIENTS e 1,51 164406 1Y 1) ‘ 13,202
1a
WNRER OF RECIPIENTS 536,455 225,388 326,624 18126 29, 26}

1o135, 547

b8
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tribution of Basic Grapt Recipients by.Student

Table 7¢ P I
Eligibility Index Range and Type of Institution

- Table 7C shows the distribution of independent Basic Grant recipients

by Student Eligibility Index and Type of Leniitution,

recipients. 1Ip addition, 257,173 Or approximately 36% of the indepen-
dent recipiénts were enrolled in universitieg, Altogether, these two
types of -nsticutions accounted for over 78% of the independent

recipients,

‘U




TABLE 7 ¢
DISTAIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY STUOENF ELIGIBILITY INDEX AANGE ANO TYPE OF INSTLIUTICN
. ACADENIC YEAR 1977-18
1AILADENT RECIPLENYS

16,133 TYPE OF INSTETUTION
OTHER 1 YEAR Ut 6 HONTHS

STUDENT ELiGIBILITY & 2 LESS THAN [OUT LESS THAN

INDEX RANGE NIVERSITIES YEARS YEARS 2 YEARS | YEAR OTHER TUTAL
0
MNBER OF RECIPIEN!S 152,516 560 339 204, 6l 12765 33,353 0 459,196
1 - 200

WHBER OF RECIZLENTS 20,547  Tileo 16,743 Llie 1290 0 50,918
01 - 400

WHBER OF RECIPIENTS 19723 687 11,10 15024 448l 0 41y 148
401 ~ 600

MHBER OF RECIPIENTS 5901 64 579 164692 &68& 11994 0 45,035
601 - 800

NIHBER OF RECEP{ENTS 111650 6139 164446 904 1,83l 0 )91
80l « 1000

AUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 14691 002 13,151 681 1412 0 35 143
1000 - 1200

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 12,603 430 10,231 568 1o 064 ' 0 29,119

10Tl
NINBER OF RECIPIENTS AL 92,409 291,130 114996 42425 0 110,13

12




Table 8A Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients apg Averége
Grant by Type of Inscitution ard Graut Level |

An additional 186,353 or 23.5% of the recipients enrolled in univer-~
sities reccived grants rang:re¢ frop $400 to $799, Grants ranging
from $400 o $1,199 were received by 73,9% of these Trecipients. The

averac: grant atg universities wag $900.

However, the trends for the 623,754 or 33.8% of the Tecipients enrolled
at two-year institutiong were somewhat different, Some 238,542 or 38.2%
received grants in the $400 to $799 range. Also, 197,283 or 31.6% re~
ceived grants ip the $800 to $999 range and 96,137 or 15.4% received

grants of $399 o less. Therefore, 85.3% of the Basic Grant recipients

$400 to $1,16y,



TABLE 0
OISTRIBUTION 0F pAsjc GRANT RECIPIENTS anp AVERAGE GRANT

GﬂlND\lDltl

11846, 080

ACADENIC YEAR 19717

Y TYPE OF INSTITUION AND Ghupy LEvEL
B

CRANT LEVEL
b0~ $400 - 4600 - #4000 814200 -
TYPE OF INSTITUT [N 99 199 999 L i99 1,359 #1400 TOTAL
UNIVERSI T1ES
WHBER OF RECIP1 ENTS na 166,353 196,826 203,430 85,032 50,115 193,62
AVERAGE GRANT $900
, L
OTHER 4 YEAR
WHBER OF RECIPIENTS 315206 15,406 45,00 b4y 146 45,010 55,540 31,19
MERAGE GRANT 3953
2 YEM
AUMBER OF RECIPIENTS P13 230y %2 197,203 50,035 11130 2,00 623,154
AERAGE GRANT ]
L YR BUT LESS Ty 2 yag
MMBER OF RECIPIENTS 687 1,783 50199 49026 2448 51429 3,12
MERAGE GRANT $009
& HONTHS BUT LSS Thuy | ya
MUNBER OF RECIP{ENTs 193 Joesll 120354 9,106 1,085 149286
AVERAGE GRANT ' $824
o ———— ——— ——— —
OTHER
NUMBER OF RECIPyENTS 0 0 0 ) 0 0
AVERAGE GRANT $0
-—-.._—-—Iu LY ——-----—‘-——-——.-. "—'h-"-—__._ | t— e XY T e ( et e :———-.
10T "
NJNBER OF RECIPLENTS Un Ao 535,996 456, 121 36,031 159526 142596 14846, 080

| 7
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Table 8B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients and Average.
Grant by Type of Institution and Grant Level
Table 8B shows the distribution of dependent Basic Grant recipients and

average grant by Type of Institution znd Grant Level.

As Table 8B indicates, 536,455 or approximately 47% of the dependent
recipients enrolled in universities. Over 73% of those dependent re-
cipients enrolled in universities received grants ranging from $400 to
$1,199, with :27,767 or 23.8% in the $400 to $799 range. There were
140,058 or 26.1% in the $800 to $999 range, and another 128,409 or
23.97 receivéd grants in the $1,000 to $1,199 range. The average

grant for dependent recipients enrolled in universities was $898.

As shown in Table 8B, of the 326,624 dependent recipients enrolled in
two-year institutions, 122,261 received grants ranging from $400 to
$799 and another 107,817 received grants ranging from $800 to $999,
The average grant at two~year institutions for dependent recipients

was $766.

Moreover, of the 1,135,947 dependent recipients, 318,898 received grants
in the $400 to $799 range. Another 286,426 received grants in the $800
to $599 range and an additional 209,081 received grants ranging from
$1,000 to $1,199. Approximately 72% of the dependent recipients received

grants ranging from $400 to $1,199.



TABLE 0 @
OUSTRIBUT AN OF BASIC GRANY RECIPIENTS AND AVERAGE GRANT BY
ACADENIC YEAR 19T77-78

DEPENDENT REC IPIENTS
19125, %7

TYPE CF INSTATUTION AND GRANT LEVEL

GRANT LEVEL
———— i
} 0~ $400 - $6800 - $1,000 - $10200 - "-ﬂ
TYPE OF INSTITUTION k1] 199 99 L 199 11399 §,400 1014
UNIVERS IT1ES
MBER OF RECIPIENTS §1,303 127, 161 140,058 1204409 61,003 L, 195 336 458
AVERAGE GRAN! 1698
OTHER & YEAR
NKUNBER OF RECIPIENS N 33,953 31,89 45,036 364593 35,876 2581
AVERAGE GRANT 4952
1 YEAR
AUHRER OF RECIPLENTS 43,706 1224 28) 101,817 20,511 714598 12,134 321624
AVERAGE GRANT $168
L YR BUT LESS THAN 2 YRS
NUMBER OF 7 5C1pENTS 333 5 M 453 3 leddb ALY 184126
AVERAGE GRANT $815
& MONTHS BUT LESS THAN | R
WINBER OF MECIPIENTS 4106 %ol 4124 4,198 309 4,968 0361
AVERAGE GAANT §83¢
OTHER
MHBER OF RECIPIENTS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AVERAGE GRANT ' $0
ToTuL ..
NHBER OF RECIPIENTS 12], 34} 310,898 4864426 209,081 128 85,920 1,035,%7
—— -
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Table 8C Distribution of Basic Grane Recipients and Average
Grant by Type of Institiiion g4nd Grant Leyel
Table 8C shows the distribution of iadependent Basic Grant recipients

and averaga grant by Type of Institution and Grant Level,

As indicated by Table 8C, 297,130 of the independent recipients were

enrolled in two-year institutions, of these independent recipients,

116,281'receiVed granc§ ranging from $400 to $799 and 89,466 received
grants ranging from $800 to $999, The average grant at two-year

institutions for independent recipients was $726.

Another 257,173 independent recipients were enrolled in universities,
with an average grant of $904, O0f these independent recipients, 58,586
received grants ranging from $400 to $799, 56,768 received grants in
the $800 to $999 range and another 75,021 recéived grants ranging fronm

$1,000 to $1,199,

75



TABLE 8 ¢
DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS AND AVERAGE GRANT BY TYPE CF INSTITUTION AND GRANT LEVEL

ACADENIC YEAR 1977-70
INDEPENDENT REC IPIENTS

110,123 GRANT LEVEL
. A—— i C——
$0- $400 - $600 - 81,000 ~ $1,200 -~
TYPE OF INSTITUT TON 9 199 999 1199 1,369 $14400 TOTAL
UNIVERS }TLES
MIBER OF RECIPIENTS 23,909 58,566 564168 15,021 23,969 18,920 FLIEE]
AVERAGE GRANT $904
OMER 4 YEAR
MHBER OF RECIPIENTS 8913 2y %33 13112 19,110 9,217 19,864 92,409
AVERAGE GRAAT $951
2 VM
WHBER OF RECIPIENTS 50431 116,201 89,466 22,34 5,535 11,093 50,130
AVERAGE GRANT $126
I YR BUT LESS THAN 2 YRS
MINBER OF RECIPIENTS 33 5917 20662 2,299 1,112 2,462 17,996
AVERAGE GRANT $802
6 HOKINS BUT LESS THAN | YA
MINBER OF RECIPIENTS 2R 14,761 64287 10590 5,412 Ol $51425
VERAGE GRANT - $219
OTHER
NJIFBER OF RECIPIENTS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AVERAGE GRANT ' i
CT0TAL v
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 95,069 21,098 168, 295 126,950 51245 564676 uo‘.m
—'_




tional cogts of $1,801 to $2,100, Another 164,030 or 17.7% enrolled in
institutions with educationa] COsts ranging frop $2,101 to $2,400, and an
additional 16] 249 or 17.4% attended institytiong With educationa] costs
ranging fropm $1,501 to $1,800. Therefore, 60z of the Tecipients with

Zexo student eligibility indices enrolled in institytiong with educational

Table 94 also shows that 442,864 or 23.9% of the total Basic Grape recipi-
ents were enrolled in institucions with educational Co8ts ranging frop
$1,801 to $2,10¢, 1Iq addition, 58,7y of the totaj recipients enrolled 4in
institutiong with educationa] COsts ranging from $1,501 to $2,400. However,
220,321 or 11.9% of the Tecipients were enrolled in institutions with eduy~

Cational costs of more than $3,600. 1t is interesting to note that, of the

from $1,801 to $2,100, 231,118 or approximately 52y had student eligibility

indices of zero,

5&




VABLE 9 A
DISTRIGUTIIN OF BASHC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY STWOENT ELIGIBILGTY 1NOEX MANGE AND ECUCATIONAL CCST RANGE
ACADENIC YEAR 1877~

CRAKD TOTA
1,844,000 EDUCATIONAL COST RANGE
mﬂﬂﬂ ELIGIBILITY 0- 1501 - 1801 - 20| - 40 - -;701 - 300} - 330] - _:Ti
INDEX RANGE 1500 1600 2100 400 2100 3000 3300 3400 3001+ TOWAL
0
NUNBER RECIP{ENTS 410360 | 161,249 | 201,106 | Lee,000 83,951 | 03,593 40,819 3,135 82,400 | §25,C17
PERCENT RECIP IENTS UOSl8l [ URTAR | 020980 | 1008 | 9000 | ( 5.08) {430 ¢ 330 [ o.9% | 100,08
i~ 200
HUMBER RECIPIENTS LT 1,180 55021 | 49,288 21,00¢ 22,108 9,38 0,315 | 33,150 | 240,92
PERCENT RECIP IENTS U 3380 (003478 [ 230080 | ¢ 200480 | 1 8,740 | ¢ 920 [ ¢ 380 1 248 | (2600 | 1t0.00)
0] ~ 400
NUNBER RECIPNENTS 5511 2L040 083 | 34,439 13,442 13,921 6,001 L300 | 22,540 1'600406
PERCENT RECIPIENYS U 33 [ OIITTN [ (23080 | (20480 |1 8438 | 868 [ 1 3080 © 338 | ( 14,02 | (100.08)
A0] ~ 400
MINBER RECIPLENTS 93l HINTY 5430 il 12,208 12,806 5 Q812 | 20,907 | 150,007
PEACENT RECIPIENTS C 3280 [ UB3SY | 0236080 | C 20780 ) (008 | 0 BaAB) [ 0 28I € 3280 | 1 3458) | 1100.08)
801 - 200 '
NUMBER REC IPIENTS 44259 17,849 R L 321 b 121442 914 fudlb 200590 | 141,448
PERCENT RECIP TENTS C 3080 | CLabl | 6 23280 | (200000 |t aa2m) 1 GTR | 0 3S0{  3200 | (8528 | (100.08)
801 -~ 1000
NUMBER RECIPI ‘NIS 3le 144693 PLTTLY] 216601 §00643 10,949 ol 4,089 200502 | 135,
PERCENT RECIP LENTS G258 | Chameh oz |t 2.0 )y WM LU TN U 3] 1 220 | 163y (10409
1001 - 1200 - .
NUMBER REL JPIENIS 44508 1126l 2,008 ] 23,412 1:249 94362 3 31390 1hols | 102261
PERCENT RECIPIENTS U240 [0 Lhaobd | € 2058 | € 22,900 | ¢ 900 | ¢ A8 LU 2 3 12 | tton.0n)
T - ) '
MIMBER RECIPIENTS 16,003 | 2804736 | 442804 | 363,019 ’V 162,331 | 165,00 Y]} 61431 | 2200321 | 14046080
PERCENT AECIPIENSS 0 | 15000 | L 3u98d | C19a6hf [ 1 61l 10 dugn | GO0 [ 4 38 | 1o | b00u0g)
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Table 9B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student .
Eligibility Index Range and Educational Cost Range
Tatle 9B indicates the distributdion of dependent Basic Grant recipients

by Student Eligibility Index Range and Educational Cﬁst Range.

-

As shown in Table 9B, 465,821 or 41% of the dependent recipients had
student eligibility indices of zero. Of these dependent recipients,
107,607 or 23.1% were enrolled in institutdions with educational costs

ranging from $1,801 to $Z,100.

Also, 253,189 or 22.2% of all dependent recipients were enrolled in
institutions with educational costs ranging from $1,801 to $2,100.
Within this cost category, 107,607 or approuximately 42% had student

eligibility indices of zero.
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Table 9¢C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Studént'
Eligibility Index Range and Educational Cost: Range
Table 9C shows the distribution of independent Basic Grant recipients

by Student Eligibility Index Range and Educational Cost Range.

-

As Table 9¢C indicates, 459,196 independent recipients had zero student
eligibiliry indices, of which 123,511 or 26.8% were enrolled in insti-~

tutions with educational costs ranging from $1,801 to $§2,100.

As shown 1in Table 9C, 189,675 or 26.7% of the independent reciplents
were enrolled in institutions with educational costg ranging f;;ﬁ $1,801
to $2,100. “Of this number, 123,511 or approximately 65% had zero student
eldgi' ‘Iiry indices, while only 7,524 or approximately 4% had student

eligi.ility indices in the 1,001 to 1,200 range.
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Table 10A Digtribution of Basic Grant Recipients by‘Faﬁily‘
Income Range and Educational Cogt Range ’
Table 10a indicates the distribution of Basic Grant recipienCS by Fauwlly

Incowe Range and Educational Cost Range.

Table 104 shows that a total of 1,086,639 or approximately 59% of the
Basic Grant recipients had educational costs ranging from $1, 91 to
$2,400. Of that number, 280,736 or approximately 5% of all Basic
Grant recipients were enrolied in institutions with costs ranging from
$1,501 to $1,800. Another 442,864 or approximately 24% of al1 recip-
lents had costs in the $1,801 to $2,100 educational costg range and
363,039 or approximately 20% of recipients enrolled in insticutions

with costs ranging from $2,101 to $2,400.

By far the largest number of students in each of these three educa-
tional cost ranges reported family incomes of $3,000 or less. As
shown in Table 10a, 107,433 or approximately 38% of the recipients
with educational costs ranging from $1,501 to $1,800 had family
incomes in the $0 to $3,000 range. 1In addition, 159,622 or approxi-
mately 36% of the recipients with educational costs in the $1,801 to
$2 100 range had family incones ranging from $0 to $3,000. Also,
126,147 or approxicscely 35% of the recipients with educational cogts
ranging from $2,101 to $2,400 had family incomes in the $0 to $3,000
range. O0f the 1,846,080 total recipients, 1,110,346 or approximately
60% of the Basic Grant recipients had family incomes of $6,000 or

less.,
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Table 10B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipientg by Fadily'
Income Range and Educational Cost Range :
Table 10B shows the distribution of dependent Basic Grant recipients

by Family Income Range and Educational Cost Range.

The data for dependent Basic Grant recipients indicates trends similar
to the total recipient Population, with 253,189 or 22.3% enrolled in
institutions with educational costs in the $1,801 to $2,100 range,

224,028 or 19.7% with costs ranging from $2,101 to $2,400 and 164,506

$1,501 to $2,400. Moreover, 621,737 or 54.7% of the dependent recip-
ients had family incomes of $6,000 or less, and of that number,
137,152 or approximately 22% were enrolled ip institytions with

educational costg ranging from $1,801 to $2,100.
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Table 10C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family
Income Range and Educational Cost Range

Independent recipients showed similar trends to the dependent recipients
and the total recipient Population, with 444,916 or 62.62 enrolled in
institutions with educational costs ranging from $1,501 to $2,400, oOf
all independent Tecipients, 116,230 or 16.47% had educational costs of .

1,501 to $1,800, another 189,675 or 26.7% had costs of $1,801 to $2,100

$1,801.to $2,100.
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Table 11 Summary Statistics by Type of Control of Insfitdtion

Table 11 presents a summary of Total Expenditures, Total Recipients

and Average Grant by Type and Control of Institution.

Of the three institutional controls (Public, Priv;teANon~Profit,
Private Profit—Making), Public Institutions received the largest ghare
($l,064,620,953), approximately 68% of the total Basic Grant'expendi-
tures. Private Profit—Making Insfitutions received the smallest share
($140,926,725), approximately 9% of the total.expenditures. Public
Inséitutions had 1,318,055 recipients in‘l977-78 and Private Profit-

Making Institutions had 162,733 recipients,

Despite the fact that Public Institutions had the largest expenditures
and number of recipients, theif average grant was $807. In comparison,
the average grant at Private Non-Profit Inétitutions was $1,011 aad

the average grant at Private Profit—Making Institutions was $865. The
lowest average grant, $566, was at Public Institutions with Programs

of One Year but less than Two Years. The smallest number of recipients,
504, were enrolled in Private Non~Profit Institutions with Programs of

Six Months but less than Qne Year.

Again, it should be noted that the category "Other" has been included
in Table 11, although there are no entries in this category resulting
from improved methods of data editing in the computer processing of

Basic Grant records.
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BASIC GRANT EXPEND]TURESs RECIPIENTSe AND AVERAGE
GRANY By TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTION (1977-78)

TABLE 11

ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-78

TOTAL TOTAL AVERAGE

TYPE OF INSTITUTION EXPENQ] TURES RECIPIENTS GRANT
TOTAL PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS $100640620+953 143184055 $807
UNIVERSITIES $575¢359,776 6564917 $87%
OTHER 4 YEAR $103,860+842 1194132 s87)
2 YEAR $3800793+645 534,098 $712
1 YR EUT LESS THAN 2 YRS $346560721 64459 $566
6 MONTHS BUT LESS TitA% § vn $949+969 19449 $655
TOTAL PRIVATEs NON-FAOFIT $3694452,208 365,292 $1,01)
UNIVERSITIES $138+835+)101 1350991 $1+020
OTHER 4 YEAR $19246710763 191,547 $1,00%
2 YEAR $3647700904 36,307 sis0l0
1 YR BUT LESS THAN 2 YRS $704,708 " 863 s8lé
6 HONTHS gUT LESS THAN | YR $469,732 504 $932
TOTAL PRIVATEs PROF)T-MAKING $140,9264725 162,733 $865
UNIVERSITIES $653,+533 120 $907
OTHER 4 YEAR $6+5630929 7111 $923
2 VYEAR $48+641+321 53,269 $913
1 YR BUT LESS THAN 2 YRS $24,064,958 28,800 $863
6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN | YR $60,202,984 72,833 $826
OTHER $0 0 1
TOTAL $1+574+999,886 10846,080 sAsy
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Table 12 Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by State
and Control of Institution ’

Table 12 shows the distribution of Basic Grant recipients by State and

Control of Institution.'

As indicated by Table 12, only three States had more thanp 100,000 re-~
cipients, these being New York with 206,451, California with 181,290
and Texas with 102,834, The collective number of recipients ip these
three stateg represented 490,575 or 26.6% of the total number of Basic
Grant recipients. H6Wever, it should be noted that the category '"All
Others," which includes Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands and the

U.S. Trust Territories had a recipient figure of 100, 718.

In Public Institutions, six states had more than 50,000 recipients.
These six states, California, New York, Texas, Illinois, Florida and
Michigan had a collective total of 529,850 recipients or 40.2% of the

entire recipient pPopulation for Public Institutions,

Table 12 also’ indicates that in Private Non-frofit Institutions nipe
states; California, Illinois, Massachusetts, New York, North Carolina,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee and Texas had a recipient figure exceeding
10,000. These nine states accounted for 166,497 or 45.6% of the recip~-

ient figure for Private Non-Profit Institutions.

Recipients ip Private Profit—Making Institutions accounted for 162,733
or 8.8% of the total recipient Population. Of these 162,733 recipients
in Private Profit-Making Institutions, 57,017 or 35% were enrolled inp

institutions located in California, New York and Pennsylvania.

102



| ABLE 12 R
UISTRIBUTION OF WASIC GRANT HECIPIENTS :
Y STATE AND CONTROL OF INSTITulluN

ACADENIC YEAR 1971-78
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NEW YORK 1361268 41517 261266 ;) 2064451
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NORTH_DAKOTA 51020 825 297 0 112U
0110 . 45165 139220 61393 ] 651266 .
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Table 13 Distribution of Basic Grant Expenditures by §tate
and Control of Institution ’

and Control of Institution.

As indicated in Table 13, total expenditures for Public Institutions
were $1,064,620,953 or 67.62 of the total expenditures for the Basic
Educationa]l Opportunity Grant Progran, In addition, totaj expendituresg

for Private Non—-Profit Institutiong were $369,452,208 or 23.52 of the

the Bagic Grant Program,
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TABLE 12
DISTRIBUYION OF AASIC GHANT EXPENDITURES
BY STATE AND CONTROL OF [NSYITUTION
" ACADEMIC YEAR 1971-78

PRIVATE,
EXPENDITURES PUALIC PRIVATEs NON=PROFIV PROF [ T-HAKING OTHER ToliL
101ALS $110649620195) $349,452,208 $14009204725 n 1115741999, 286
ALARANA 213101 1911622105 $216220100 1 $1115061992
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AR) 20NA $1545211292 34820163 £12384076 $n $19,247453)
ARKANSAS §120841195 $3, 0184542 $112360324 1 $}3ei02.050 |
RN[A 114 B N HTHI $16:489: 780 & SLar G iy |
COLORAQD §1319591102 $1,023:222 $11851;156 ‘ in $14310334530
| CONNECTICUT | $127500500 9604259 11400192 0 eldyalsl |
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